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of the Junsdiction of the Virginia State 1 
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Ms Margaret Dailey (mdailey@fcc gov) 

mailto:rnclift@cavtel.com


DlSPUTED ISSUES 

Issue CZ: Should 
Verizon be required to 
compensate Cavalier for 
out-of-pocket expenses 
incurred in respoflse to 
Verizon network 
rearrangements (such as 
tandem re-homing)? ( 5  
9.6). 

CAVALIER PROPOSED 
CONTRACT LANGUAGE 

9.6 - Network Rearrangements. If 
either Parry rearranges its network 
in  a manner which makes it  
necessary for the other Party to 
move existing facilities or establish 
new facilities In order to maintain 
the same level of service and 
interconnection as existed before the 
rearrangement, then the Party 
making the rearrangement shall 
compensate the other Party for the 
reasonable costs that the other Party 
incurs in accommodating the 
rearrangement, unless both Parties 
reach agreement in  writing as to a 
different allocarion of such costs 

lssue C3: Should meet- 
poinl billing be improved 
as set forth in  Cavalier's 
\'irginia arbitration 
petition? ( $ 5  I.lZ(b), 
1.46, 1.48, 1.62(a), 1.87, 
5.6.6, 56.6.1, 5.6.6.2. and 
7.2.2) 

JOINT DECISION POINT LIST 
CAVALIER v. VERIZON 
CC DOCKET NO. 02-359 

I.IZ(b) -"Carrier Idenrificauon 
Code" or "CIC' IS a iiumeric code 
assigned by the North American 
Numbering Plan (NANP) 
Administrator for the provision in^ 
of selected switched sewices The 
iiumeric cod? is unique to each 
entity aiid i s  used to route the call to 
the trunk group designated by the 
ciirity to which the code \<as 
Assigned 

, 1.46 - "Jurisdictioii Information 
~ Parametri" or ' - J~P"  i s  a nuineric 

AVALlER RATIONALE 

alier believes tha t  Verizon 
>Id compensate Cavalier for 
alier's out-of-pocket 
enses incurred when Verizon 
ares network 
rangements, such as randem 
,ormng that are intended to 
efit Veriron 

ialier beliebes rhat Verizon's 
:t-poinr billing procedures 
d to be re\ised so rhat 
ralier receives sufficient 
irmarion to bil l the 
iropriate originating or 
isiting pany who sent i t  

-t7 C 

VERIZON PROPOSED 
CONTRACT LANGUAGE 

'.6 - No proposed language 

I.IZ(b) - !YO proposcd language. 

1.46 - No proposed language. 

I .48 - No proposed Iarigudgc 

1.62(a) - No proposed language 
:Ca\'alier renumbered Verizoii's 
proposed I62(a) )  

1.87 -"Tandem'IransitTraffc" 
or "Transit Traffic" mean, 
Telephone Enchangr k r \ ' i i r  
traffic that originate? on 

V E R l Z O N  RATIONALE 

:avalier's proposed Section 9 6 
Mould require Venzon to pay for 
iaval ier ' s  own network 
'earrangements whenever they 
.elate in some way to changes that 
r'rrizon has to make to its own 
ietwork 

-. lavaher's proposed language 

would inapproprlately shift its 
:osts of interconnection to 
Verizon 

Rearrangements such as tandem re- 
hoimng clearly benefit a l l  carriers 
ti0 statc has cber required Vel iron 
to subsidize neiwork 
rearrangement costs for CLECs 
Because of the parties' 
intercoiinection archtechre,  
\'erizon bears the Idrgel proportion 
of  network rearrangement costs 

Vcrizon's proposcd Conhdct 
language requires ir to provide 
information to Cavalier consistent 
nith guidelines set by the 
indusrly'h Ordenng and Billing 
Forum ("Industry Guidelines") in 
accordance ~ b i t h  the I'i~giulo 
.?I  h i i w i l u n  0 i . r l o .  

Cavalicr s propobali impose 
addirional requirements for 
plo~iding billiiis dard on Veriron 
which the Buieau ha \  previously 
reiecied and nhich uiifa~rly punisli 

I 
~~ ~ 
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DISPUTED ISSUES CAVALIER PROPOSED 
CONTRACT LANGUAGE 

code included in the Initial Address 
Message for a call, as specified in 
American National Standards 
lnstitute (ANSI) standard T1 113 3 
$3  23A The procedures for the JIP 
are specified in ANSI TI  113 4 
$2 I IOC The Address Signal field 
of the JIP identifies the originating 
local network for the call 

1.48 - "Local Routing Number" or 
"LRN" is a IO-digit number in the 
Service Control Point (SCP) 
database maintained by the 
Numbering Portability 
Administration Center (NPAC), 
used to identify a switch w i t h  ported 
numbers 

1.62(a) - "Operating Company 
Number" or "OCN" is a four-place 
alphanumeric code that uniquely 
identifies probiders of local 
telecommunications herbice and is 
required of al l  service providers in 
their subnussion of utilization and 
forecast data 

1.87 - "Tandem Transit Traffic" or 
"Transit Traffic" means Telephone 
Eschange Sen ice traffic [hat 
origiiiatrh on either Party's network 
oi the network of another carrier 
(competitive local exchange caniei, 
independrnt telephone coinpaiiy, 
commercial mobilc radio serbice 

CAVALIER RATIONALE VERlZON PROPOSED 
CONTRACT LANGUAGE 

Cavalier's network (either as a 
facilities-based carrier or through 
Cavalier's purchase of unbundled 
Network Elements), and is 
transported through a Verizon 
Tandem to the Central Office of  a 
CLEC, ITC, Commercial Mobile 
Radio Service ("CMRS") carrier, 
or other LEC that subtends the 
relevant Venzon Tandem to 
which Cavalier delivers such 
traffic substantially unchanged 
I n  these cases, neither the 
originating nor terminating 
Customer is a Customer of 
Verizon "Transit Traffic" and 
"Tandem Transit Traffic" do not 
include or apply to traffic that is 
bubjeit to an effect]\? Meet-Point 
Billing Arrangement 

5.6.1 - T e r m  and Conditions tor 
Meet Point Billing are addressed 
in Section 6 only 

5.6.6 - Each Party shall pass 
Calling Party Number ("CPN") 
information on  each call carricd 
ober the Interconnection Trunks 
Except a h  set forth in Sections 
4 2 7 1 Y c )  and 5 7 6 9 of this 
Agreement u u h  iespsct to the 
detemunation of VIFX Traffic (as 
such traffic is defined 111 Section 
4 2 7 I S(c)) m d  billing of 
applicable charges in coiuiectio1i 

VERlZON RATIONALE 

'erizon for deficiencies in  
nforrnation that is generated by 
he originating carrier 

lerizon does not control the 
omplereness or accuracy of the 
nformat~on i t  receives from other 
arriers and that Verzon, i n  turn, 
lasses to Cavaller for billing 
rhus, Cavalier's proposal to 
ienahze Verizon financially i f  

Iavalier does not receive its 
iesired information makes no 
, e w e  

Zavalier'h proposals, i f  adopted, 
Nould rft'ectivcly BUT the Industry 
hidel ines  
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DISPUTED ISSUES CAVALIER PROPOSED 
CONTRACTLANGUAGE 

(CMRS) carrier, or other local 
exchange carrier) and is transported 
through either Party’s switch that 
performs a tandem function to either 
Party or another carner that 
subtends the relevant switch 
(perfomung a tandem function), to 
which such traffic is delivered 
substantially unchanged “Transit 
Traffic” and “Tandem Transit 
Traffic” do not include or apply to 
traffic that is subject to an effective 
Meet-Point Billing Arrangement 

5.6.1 -Additional Terns and 
Conditions for Meet Point Billing 
are addressed in Section 6 

5.6.6 -To facilitate accurate billing 
to the originating carrier, each Party 
shall pass sufticient information to 
allow proper billing, i n  the form of 
Calling Party Sumber (“CPh”), 
CIC, LRN. OCN, and/or JIP 
information on each call. including 
Transit Traffic, carried over the 
Interconnection Trunks The Partie: 
agree to use appropriate iiiformation 
in the form of CPN, CIC, LRN, 
OCN, and’or JTP information. as her 
forth belo\\ 

5.6.6.1 - If one Parly passes 
sufficient information to a l loh  
proper billing oftraffic, in the foim , of CPV. CIC, LRN, OCN, andioi 

CC DOCKET NO. 02-359 

CAVALIER RATIONALE 
~ 

VERIZON PROPOSED 
CONTRACT LANGUAGE 

VERIZON RATIONALE 

uith such V/FX Traffic, the 
Parties agree to use CPN 
information as set forth below 

5.6.6.1 -If  the originating Party 
passes CPN on ninety-five 
percent (95%) or more of its calls, 
rhe receiving Party shall bill the 
originating Party the Reciprocal 
Compensation Traffic termination 
rates, Measured Internet Traffic 
rates, intrastate Switched 
Exchange Access Service rates, 
intrastate/interstate Transit Traffic 
rates, or interstate Switched 
Exchange Access Sen’ice rates 
applicable to each relevant minute 
of traffic. as provided in this 
Agreement (including Exhibit A 
and applicable Tariffs), for which 
CPN is passed For the remaining 
(up ro five percent ( 5 % ~ )  00 calls 
without CPN information. the 
receiving Party shall bill the 
originating Party for such traffic 
at  Reciprocal Compensarion 
Traffic termination rares, 
Meaaured Internet Traffic rates, 
intrastate Swiiched Exchange 
Access Service rates, 
intiastate”in1erstate Ti aiisit Trafitc 
rates, or interstate Switched 
Exchange Access Service ia t r i  
applicable to each relebant minute 
o f  traffic, d a  pro% ided in this 
Agreenient (including Exhibit A 

~~ -~ ~~~ ~~ ~~ -_I 
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DISPUTED TSSDES 

~ 

CAVALIER PROPOSED 
CONTRACT LANGUAGE 

JIP, on ninety-five percent (95%) or 
more of the calls that i t  sends to the 
other Party, then the receiving Party 
shall hill the originating carrier the 
Reciprocal Compensation Traffic 
ternnation rates, Measured Internet 
Traffic rates, intrastate Switched 
Exchange Access Service rates, 
intrastatelinterstate Transit Traffic 
rates, or interstate Switched 
Exchange Access Service rates 
applicable to each relevant minute 
of traffic (including for the Parties, 
tlie rates specified in Exhibit A and 
applicable Tariffs), for which 
sufficient information to allow 
proper hilling of traffic, in the form 
olCPh'', CIC, LRN, OCN, andlor 
JlP, is passed For rhe remaining 
(up to five percent ( 5 % )  of) calls 
n'ithout sufficient informatioii to 
allow proper billing of traffic, in  the 
form of CPN, CIC, LRN, OCW, 
andor JIP information, the 
recei\'ing Party shall bill rhe other 
carrier for such traffic a t  Reciprocal 
Compensarion Traffic termnatioii 
rates, Mcasured [nteinet Traffic 
rates, intrastate Switched Exchange 
Access Ser\'ice rares. 
intnstateiinterstate Tramit Traffic 
raieh. or inrerstate Switched 
Exchange Access Service rates 
dpplicahle to each r e h a n t  mnute 
of traftic (including for the Panics, 
the iatcs specified in kxluhir A aiicl 

CAVALIER RATIONALE VERIZON PROPOSED 
CONTRACTLANGUAGE 

and applicable Tariffs), in direct 
proponion to the nunutes of use 
ofcalls passed with CPN 
information 

5.6.6.2 - If the originating Party 
passes CPN on less than ninety- 
five percent (95%) of its calls, the 
receiving Party shall bill the 
higher ofits  intrastate Switched 
Exchange Access Service rates or 
its interstate Switched Exchange 
Access Service rates for that 
traffic passed without CPN which 
exceeds five percent (So%), unless 
the Paflies mutually agree that 
other rates should apply to such 
traffic For any remaining (up to 
five percent ( 5 % )  00 calls 
withour CPN information. the 
receiving Parry shall hill the 
originating Party the highei of its 
interstate Switched Exchange 
Access Senice rates or its 
intrastate Switched Exchange 
Access Services rates for all 
traffic that is passed without 
CPN. unless the Parties agree that 
other rates should apply to such 
traffic 
6.3.9 - Cavalier ?hal l  provide 
Verizon with the Originating 
Switched Access Derail Usage 
Data (EM1 category 1 IOlXX 
records), recorded a t  rhe Cavaliei 
end office switch, on magnetic 

4 

VERlZON RATIONALE 



JOINT DECISION POINT LIST 
CAVALIER v. VERIZON 
CC DOCKET NO. 02-359 

DISPUTED lSSUES CAVALIER PROPOSED 
CONTRACT LANGUAGE 

CAVALIER RATIONALE VERJZON PROPOSED 
CONTRACT LANGUAGE 

5.6.6.2 - If one Party passes 
sufficient information to allow 
proper billing of traffic, in the form 
of CPN, CIC, LRN, OCN, and/or 
JIP, on less than ninety-five percent 
(95"Iu) of its calls, the receiving 
Party shall bill the other Party the 
higher of its intrastate Switched 
Exchange Access Service rates or 
its interstate Switched Exchange 
Access Senice rates for tha t  traffic 

] passed without sufficient 
! information to allow proper hilling 

of traffic. in the form of CPN, CIC, 
LRN, OCN, and/or .UP, which 
exceeds five percent ( 5 % ) ,  unless 
the Parties mutually agree that other 
rates should apply to such traffic 
For any remaining (up to five 
percent ( 5 % )  of) calls withour 

i sufficient information to altoL\. 
proper hilling of traffic, in the form 
ofCPN. CTC, LRN, OCN, and/or 
JIP. the receiving Party shall bill the 
orher Party the higher of its 

I 

! 
I 

tape or via such other media as 
the Parties may agree, no later 
than ten (10) business days after 
the date the usage occurred 

7.2.2 -Transit Traffic may be 
routed over h e  Interconnection 
TN& described in Sections 4 
and 5 Cavalier shall deliver each 
Transit Traffic call to Verizon 
with CCS and the appropriate 
Transactional Capabilities 
Application Part ("TCAP") 
message to facilitate full 
interoperability of those CLASS 
Features supported by Veriron 
and billing functions In all cases. 
each Party shall follow the 
Exchange Message lnterfact 
("EMT") standard and any 
applicable industry guidelines 
with respect to any  exchange of 
records between the Parties 

' inrerstate Suitched Exchange 

VERIZON RATIONALE 

, 
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DISPUTED lSSUES CAVALIER PROPOSED 
CONTRACT LANGUAGE 

without sufficient information to 
allow proper billing of traffic, in the 
fonn of CPN, CIC, LRN, OCN, 
andor JIP. unless the Parties agree 
that other rates should apply to such 
haffic. Notwithstanding any other 
provision of this Agreement, if the 
receiving Party is not compensated 
for traffic passed without sufficient 
information to allow proper billing 
of  traffic, in the form of CPN, CIC, 
LRN, OCN, andor  JIP, then the 
other Party must cease routing such 
traffic from its hwtch(es) to the 
receiving Party upon ten (10) days' 
written notice to the other Party If 
the receiving Party i s  not 
compensated for such traffic, and 
the other Party does not cease 
routing such traffic upon ten (10) 
days' witten notice from the 
receiving Party, then the receibing 
Party may cease receiving or 
ternunating such traffic 
immediately, u ithout further notice 
or any liability whatsoever to the 
other Party 

6.3.9 - Cavalirr shall provide 
Veriron via SS7 signaling adequate 
information to a110\~ Verizon to 
generate billable call records from 
11s ov,n swirch(rs), no later than tcii 
( I O )  business days atter rhe date the 
usage occurred 

CAVALIER RATIONALE 

~ 

VERlZON PROPOSED 
CONTRACTLANGUAGE 

VEFUZON RATIONALE 

6 
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DISPUTED ISStJES 

M: Should 
Cavalier be required to 
la)  the unspecified 
:harges of non-parties to 
he agreement, as 
ietermined a t  the sole 
liscretion or such nuii- 
Jarties? (§ 7.2.6) 

CAVALIER PROPOSED 
CONTRACT LANGUAGE 

7.2.2 -Transit Traffic may be routed 
over the Interconnection Trunks 
described in Sections 4 and 5 Each 
Parry shall deliver each Transit 
Traffic call to the other Parry with 
CCS and the appropriate 
Transactional Capabilities 
Application Part ("TCAP) message 
to facilitate full interoperability of 
those CLASS Features supported by 
the receiving Party and billing 
functions In all cases, each Party 
shall follow the Exchange Message 
Interface ("EMI") standard and 
exchange records between the 
Patties For such Transit Traffic, 
each Party shall also deliver other 
necessary information consistent 
with industry guidelines. such 
information shall be sufficient to 
allow proper billing of such Transit 
Traffic, including but not linuted to 
CPN, CTC, LRN, OCN, and'or JIP 
information 

7.2.6 - Each pa* shall pay the 
orher party for Transit Senice that 
the paying parry originates, at  the 
rate specified in Exhibit A,  plus any 
additional charges or costs that the 
terminating CLEC, ITC. CMRS 
a i r ie r ,  or othei LEC, properly 
imposes or levirs on the 
compensated party for the d r h r r y  
or termination ofsuch traffic, 
including any Suitched Exchange 

CAVALIER RATIONALE 

Cavalier does not believe that 11 
,hould be liable for unspecified 
third-party charges, \bithout 
linuring the manner in which 
such charges are accessed and 
ivithout any reciprocal obligatioi 
from Verizon to pay similar 
Ihird-patty charges assessed 
against Cavalier 

VERIZON PROPOSED 
CONTRACT LANGUAGE 

1.2.6 -Cavalier shall pay Verizon 
For Transit Senice that Caralier 
sriginares at rlie rate spccitied i i i  

Exhibit A Cavalier agrees to 
indemnify and hold Verizon 
harmlcss for a n y  and all charges 
31 costs the terminating CLEC, 
ITC. CMRS carrier. oi other 
LEC, imposes or levies on 
Vei izon for thc delivery or 
rerrmiialion of 5u;h i iaf l ic .  

VERIZON RATIONALE 

This issue invol\'es transit calls 
that Cavalier originares and then 
send5 to a Verizon tandem, whic 
Verizon sends to a thlrd carrier fi 
leimination on behalfofCavalici 
If\'erizon 15 billed by the 
temiinating carrier. i t  should be 
able 10 pass these charge5 on tu t 
originating camer. CaLal ie i  ~ thr 
only pdily v.ith a diieci 
rcldtionship ui th  the ciistomer a r  



JOINT DECISION POINT LIST 
CAVALIER v. VERlZON 
CC DOCKET NO. 02-359 

DISPUTED ISSUES 

Issue C5: Should 
Verizon be required to 
render afiirmati\,e but 
reasoiiably limited 
assistance to Cavalier in 
coordinating direct 
traffic cxchaiine 

CAVALIER PROPOSED 
CONTRACT LANGUAGE 

CAVALIER RATIONALE 

kcess  Service charges 

7.2.8 - Neither Party sliall take any 
actions to prevent the other Parry 
rrom entering into a direct and 
reciprocal traffic ehchange 
3greement with a n y  carrier to a’hich 
i t  oriynares, or froni \\hich it 
lerminates, traffic Each parry shall - 

parties? (9  7.2.8) j liiiutcd assistance io r l i h i s t  the orher 

Ca~a l i e i  bcl ieva that Vcrizon 
should help Cavalier negotiate 
direct traffic-exchange 
agreements uith third parties, 
when Veriron is in\ol\ed 
through izsues such as the 
payment of reciprocal 
compriisation tix rransited 
traffic 

~ ~ ~ ~~~ ~~ 

VEFUZON PROPOSED 
CONTRACT LANGI!AGE 

ncluding any Switched Exchange 
k c e s s  Service charges in 
iccordance with the procedures 
;et forth in Section 24 of this 
4greement 

7.2.7 - If or when a third party 
:arrier’s Central Office subtends 
i Cavalier Central Office, then 
Cavalier shall offer to Verizon a 
service arrangement equivalent to 
31 the same as Tandem Transit 
Service provided by Verizon to 
Cavalier as defined in this Section 
7 2 such that Veriron m a y  
temunate calls to a Central Office 
of a CLEC, TTC, CMRS carrier, 
or other LEC that subtends a 
Cavalier Central Office 
(“Reciprocal Tandem Transit 
Service”) Cabalier shall offer 
such Reciprocal Tandem Transit 
Serkice arrangements under the 
t e r m  and conditions no less 
favorable than those provided in 

this Section 7 2 

7.2.8 -Neither Parry sliall takc 
any actions to prevent the other 
Parry from entering into a direct 
and reciprocal traffic exchange 
agreement with a n y  carrier to 
which 11 originates, or from whicl 
i t  ternunates, traffic Upoii 
request. Vri i run shall pro! ide to 
Cavaliei names, addreses and 

VEFUZON RATIONALE 

herefore the party that IS  

esponsible for the charges 
ssociated uith the customer’s 
a h .  

Jertzon IS willing to dispute 
,barges from the terminating 
‘anier that Cavalier feels were not 
‘properly imposed,” provided that 
3avalier indemnifies Veriron for 
iny charges that are determned to 
ie  legitimate This alternative 
mhances Cavalirr‘s administrative 
:ffciency, but without forcing 
Verizon io pay charges t h a t  are 
” avalier’s responsibility 

Verizon also agrees in principle to 
make the parties’ transit 
obligations reciprocal, but 
pioposes to reflecr those reciprocal 
obligarions in a >ingle section 
rather than in multiple sections. ar 
CaLalier proposes 

~ ~~ 

Kothing in the Act requiies ILECs 
to help CLECs negotiate traffic 
excliange agreements \kith third- 
par ly  can iers 

Veriron’s proposed language 
proLides tha t  i t  %ill iiot hamper 
d i i y  negotiations between Cavalier 
and camcrs for \\lion1 ~ e i i r o n  

~- 
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DISPUTED ISSUES 

w: Should 
Veriron effect 
ippropriate changes to 

CAVALIER PROPOSED 
CONTRACTLANGUAGE 

party in negotiating direct and 
reciprocal traffic exchange 
agreements with any carriers to 
~bhich that party originates, or for 
whom that party temunates, traffic 
Such a f f m t i v e  but reasonably 
lirmted assistance shall consist of 
timely providing information, 
timely responding to inquiries, and 
(to the extent that other time and 
resource demands allow) 
participating in discussions and 
negotiations with third parties 
Such affirmative but reasonably 
limited assistance shall also be 
Iinuted to situations in uhich the 
party probiding such assistance is 
materially in\olved in the exchange 
of traffic that is subject to the direct 
and reciprocal traffic exchange 
agreement tha t  the other party is 
negotiating or seeking to negotiate 
In no instance shall either party's 
dssistance be required when it is 
manifestly and objectively clear that 
the other party is merely refused 
interconnection by a third party in a 
\\ay that could he rimely and 
effectively redressed by action of 
the Virginia State Corporation 
Commission or some other forum 

CAVALIER RATIONALE 

7.3.9 - Veriron and Cabalier hi l l  i Cavalier has long been refused 
' payment Coi E91 I-relatrd work cooperatiLely to arrange 

nieelings uiih PSAPh to answer any I services because of municipal I 
I 

9 

VERTZON PROPOSED 
CONTRACTLANGUAGE 

phone numbers ofpoints of 
contact of CLECs, ITCs, CMRS 
providers andior orher LECs with 
which Cavalier wishes to 
establish reciprocal Telephone 
Exchange Service traffic 
arrangements in the 
Commonwealth of Virginia, 
provided that Verizon has such 
information in its possession 
Cavalier may. hut is not required 
to, provide evidence or 
documentation of Transit Traffic 
sent to Veriron by Cavalier and 
termnated to a CLEC, ITC. 
CMRS camer or other LEC 
Verizon may, hut is not required 
to. use such Transit Traffic 
ebidence or documentaiion to 
dispute the bills Veriron recei\cs 
from the relevant CLEC, ITC, 
CMRS carrier or other LEC Tf 
Verizon disputes a bill based on 
Transit Traftic documentation or 
evidence provided by Cavalier, 
Cavalier agrees to indemnify 
Veriron and hold Verizon 
harmless as to any c l a i m  by rhe 
billing CLEC, TTC, CMRS canier 
or other LEC in accordance with 
the procedures set forth i n  Sectioii 
24 of this Agreement 

7.3.9 - Veriron and Cabaher will 
uoik cooperatibely to andiige 
nieerings with PSAPs io answei 

VERIZON RATIONALE 

'rovides transit services 

:avalier can invest in resources to 
nalyze rhe data that Verizon 
irovides through its signaling 
t ream and billing tapes 

ierizon's proposal to provide 
:avalier the names, addresses and 
ihone numbers of points of contact 
B f  carriers with which Cavalier 
rishes to establish traffic 
irrangements i n  Virginia (probided 
hat Verizon has such information 
n its possession) provides the 
'reasonably limited assistance" 
hat Cavalier claims to seek 

Cawlier proposes ihar Vcrizon 
inodify its E91 I wrml  tariff; which 
IS nor a maiter that the Bureau i ~~.~~~~ 
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DISPUTED ISSUES 

ts E911 traffics and 
irocedures to  
lecommodate the 
wovision of some E911- 
,elated services by 
:LEG such as Cavalier, 
IS set forth in Cavalier's 
iirginia arbitration 
ietition? (55 7.3.9, 7.3.10) 

CAVALIER PROPOSED 
CONTRACTLANGUAGE 

technical questions the PSAPs, or 
county or municipal coordinators 
may have regarding the 91 1/E911 
arrangements Further, within sixty 
(60) days from the effective date of 
this agreement, Verizon and 
Cavalier shall send a joint letter to 
the PSAPs, county or municipal 
coordinators explaimng technical, 
operational, and compensation 
procedures applicable to each patty 
regarding the 911E91 1 
arrangements 

7.3.10 - Cabalier will compensate 
\'emon for connections to i ts  
911/E91 I pursuanr to Exhibit A 
However, Verizon shall not charge 
the PSAPs or any county or 
municipal coordinators for any 
01 LE911 functions that Cabalier 
perfoms Until Verizon Tariff ha 
211, Section 14 C isupdated to 
provide for adjusted charges rhai 
properly account for Cavalier's 
performance o f a n y 9 1 1 E 9 I I  
functions, Verizon shall reduce its 
charges to PSAPs or county or 
municipal coordinators to reflect the 
applicable Cavalier charses for 
91 VE91 I functions performed by I 
Cavalier, or Verizon shall enter into ~ 

sonic other arrangement agreed to ~ 

county or municipal coordiiiators to 
tlir same effecl 

by Ca\'aher and the PS.4Ps or '~ 

CAVALlER RATIONALE 

concerns about "double billing,'' 
and Cavalier believes that 
Veruon should be required to 
cooperate w t h  Cavalier in 

effecting an arrangement under 
which Cavalier i s  properly 
compensated 

VERlZON PROPOSED 
CONTRACTLANGUAGE 

n y  technical questions the 
' S A P S ,  or county or municipal 
oordinators may have regarding 
?e 91 1/E911 arrangements 

.3.10 - Cavalier will compensate 
/erizon for connections to its 
lll/E911 pursuant to Exhibit A 

VEFUZON RATIONALE 

hould  decide in an arbination 
iroceeding under Sections 251 and 
!52 of the Act 

The Virginia SCC has already 
nitiated a proceeding to address 
low parries should tariff retail 
:harges for E9 11 That 
iroceeding, rather than this 
irbitration, is the appropriate place 
hr Cavalier's issues to be decided 

?avalier's E91 I rates are not 
:onnected to Verizon's E91 I rates 
Verizon's E91 I rariffprowdes for 
[he recovery of fixed cosis Venzon 
incurs as  rhe administrator of the 
E91 I system Verizon's fixed 
E91 I costs do nor decrease when a 
competitor also offers E91 1 
sen>ice Verizon's E91 I costs are 
not consumer-specific and do nor 
deciease as cutomers moue to 
Ca~a l i e i  or any othcr CLEC 

Cavalier's recobery ofits E91 I 
cosls from its retail customers IS a 
matter between Camher and those 
retail customers, and does not 
involve Verizon 

10 
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DISPUTED ISSUES 

m: Should the 
agreement include 
anguage to address 
nconsistency between the 
results obtained by 
Verizon and by Cavalier 
rrom the loop 
prequalification 
jatabase, to allow 
Cavalier to provide xDSL 
iervices on loop$ over 
l8,OOO feet in length, and 
do adopt pricing for loop 
conditioning and loops 
used by Cavalier to 
provide rDSL service? 
189: 11.2 and Exhibit A) 

CAVALIER PROPOSED 
CONTRACT LANGUAGE 

11.2 - Loops 
Subject to the conditions set forth in 

Section 11 7, Verizon shall allow 
Cavalier to access Loops unbundled 
from local switching and local 
transport as required by Applicable 
Law, in accordance with the t e r m  
and conditions set forth in this 
Section 1 1  2 The following 
enumeration of specific loop types 
in this Agreement does not preclude 
Cavalier from requesting, to the 
extent Verizon is required to 
provide under Applicable Law, 
additional Loop types The 
available Loop types are as set fonh 
below 

11.2.1 -“2-Wire Analog Voice 
Grade Loop” or “Analog 2W” 
pro\’ides an effective 2-wire channel 
with 2-wire interfaces a t  each end 
that is suitable for the rranspon of 
analog Voice Grade (nomnal 300 to 
3000 Hz) signals and loop-start 
signaling The sewice is more fully 
described in Verizon TR-72565, as 
revised from time to time l l  
“Custonier-Specified Signaling” is 
requesred, the sen ice will operate 
w t h  one of the following signaling 
t p e s  t h a t  may be specified when 
the senice is ordered loop-siart. 
ground-stan. loop-reverse-battery, 
and no s iya l lng  Customer- 
specified sigiialing i s  more fully 

CAVALIER RATIONALE 

‘avalier believes that 
ppropriate rates, r e m ,  and 
onditions should govern the 
rovision of loops over which 
hvalier provides xDSL 
etvices Specifically, Verizon’s 
lop prequalitication database 
hould return consistent results, 
:avalier should be allowed to 
ro\wsion xDSL services over 
m g  loops, Verizon should 
ondition loops at reasonable 
ates, and Veriron should not 
rnproperly limt Cavalier’s 
irovision of certain types of 
DSL serbice through spectral 
lensity masks 

VERLZON PROPOSED 
CONTRACT LANGUAGE 

1.2.12 - “Digital Designed 
>oops” are comprised of designed 
oops that meet specific Cavalier 
equirements for metallic loops 
wer 18k ft or for conditioning of 
IDSL, HDSL, TDSL, SDSL or 
3RI ISDN (Prenuum) Loops 
‘Digital Designed Loops” may 
nclude requests for 
9) a 2W Digital Designed 
Metallic Loop with a total loop 
ength of 18k to 30k ft , unloaded. 
w t h  bridged tap(s) removed, at 
Zavalier’s option, 
E) a 2W ADSL Loop of  
12k to 18k ft with bridged rap(s) 
removed, at Cavalier’s option, 
C) a 2W ADSL Loop of 
less than 12k ft wirh bridged 
tap(s) removed, at Cavalier’s 
option. 
D) 
less than I2k ft with bridged 
rap(s) removed, at Catalier‘s 
option, 
E) 
less than 12k ft w i t h  bridged 
tap(s) removed, at Cavalier’s 
option. 
F) a 2W Digital Designed 
Metallic Loop with Veriron- 
placed ISDK loop extension 
electronics, 
G )  
bridged rap(5) irmovcd, a[ 

a 2W HDSL Loop of 

a 4W HDSL Loop of 

a 2W SDSL Loop with 

VERIZON RATIONALE 

~ 

‘erizon proposes xDSL loop 
ualification language that is 
onsistent with what Verizon 
f f e r s  other CLECs in Virginia, 
nd contains the same tools that tht 
’irginia SCC and the Comrmsslon 
lave already approved 

’avalier ellnunares all of 
ierizon’s language reprding the 
)SL loop qualification process, 
jut proposes no alternative 
anguage Cavalier’s apparent 
ejection of the loop qualification 
irocess IS at odds with numerous 
;ommission rulings 
3y deleting all of Veriron’s loop 
Ire-qualification language, 
?avalier cannot eben obtain the 
oops necessary to offer data 
ien’ice to its customers 

~ ~ a l i e r  has not, in any e\ent. 
xoduced any cost suppon for 
jifferent rates 

” 

Cavalier’s option, 
~~ 

1 1  
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described in Verizon TR-72570, as 
revised from time to time 

11.2.2 - %Wire Analog Voice 
Grade Loop" or "Analog 4W" 
provides an effective 4-wire channel 
with 4-wire interfaces at each end 
thar is suitable For the transport of 
analog Voice Grade (nomnal 300 to 
3000 H r )  signals The service will 
operate with one of the following 
signaling types that may be 
specified when the service is 
ordered loop-start, ground-start, 
loop-reverse-battery, duplex, and no 
signaling The service is more f u l l y  
described in Veriron TR-72570, as 
w i s e d  from time to time 

11.2.3 - "2-Wire lSDN Digital 
Grade Loop" or "BRI ISDN" 
provides a channel wi th  2-wire 
interfaces at each end that is suitable 
for the transport of 160 kbps digital 
sen'ices using the ISDN 2BlQ line 
code, as described in ANSI T I601 - 
1998 and Verizon TR 72575. as 
rehised from tinie to time In sonie 
cases, loop extension equipment 
may be necessary to bring [he line 
loss vithin acceptable le\els 
Veiiron \ b i l l  provide loop extension 
equipment only upon request 

11.2.4 - "2-Wire ADSL-Coinpatiblr 
T.oop" or "ADSL 2 W "  piobides a 

CAVALIER RATIONALE VEFUZON PROPOSED 
CONTRACTLANGUAGE 

H) 
:han 18k ft with bridged tap(s) 
removed, at Cavalier's option 
Requests for repeaters for 2W and 
1W HDSL Loops with lengths of 
I2k ft or more shall be 
:onsidered pursuant to the 
Network Element Bona Fide 
Request process set forth in 

Exhibit B 

11.2.12.1 - Veriron shall make 
Digital Designed Loops available 
to Cavalier at the rates as set forth 
in Exhibit A 

11.2.12.2 -The  following 
ordering procedures shall apply tn 
the Digital Designed Loops 

A Cavalier shall place 
orders for xDSL Compatible 
Loops and Digital Designed 
Loops by delivering ro Veriron rl 

valid electronic transmittal 
service order or other mutually 
agreed upon type of serwce order 
Such senice order shall be 
provided in accordance wirh 
industry format and specificauons 
or such format and specifications 
as may be agreed to  by [he 
Parties 

B 
otconducting a mechanized 

a 2W IDSL Loop of less 

Verizon is in (he piocebi 

~~~~ ~ ~ ~~ ~~~ ~- ~ ~ .~ ~ 

VERIZON RATIONALE 
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DISPUTED ISSUES CAVALIER PROPOSED 
CONTRACTLANGUAGE 

channel with 2-wire interfaces at 
each end that is suitable for the 
transport of digital signals up to 8 
Mbps toward the Customer and up 
to 1 Mbps from the Customer 
Verizon will specify to Cavalier 
whether the upstream and 
downstream ADSL power spectral 
density masks and dc line power 
linuts in Verizon TR 72515. Issue 2, 
as revised from time to time, are 
met 
11.2.5 - “2-Wire HDSL-Compatible 
Loop” or “HDSL 2W” consists of a 
single 2-wire non-loaded, twisted 
copper pair Verizon will specify to 
Cavalier whether the HDSL power 
spectral density mask and dc line 
power limits referenced in \’erizon 
TR 72575.  Issue 2. as revised from 
time ro time, are met 

11.2.6 - “4-Wire HDSL-Compatible 
Loop” or “HDSL 4W” consists of 
two 2-wire non-loaded, twisted 
copper pairs that meet the carrier 
srrving area design criteria 
L‘erizon wi l l  specify to Cavalier 
uhether the HDSL power spectral 
densit) mask and dc line power 
Iiniirs refeienced in Verizon TR 
72S7.5, Issue 2 ,  a i  revised from time 
to time. are mer 

11.2.7 - “2-\Vire IDSL-Compatible 
Meldlic Loop” consists of a single 

CAVALIER RATIONALE VERIZON PROPOSED 
CONTRACT LANGUAGE 

VERIZON RATIONALE 

urvey of  existing Loop facilities, 
)n a Central Office by Central 
lffice basis, to identify those 
>oops that meet the applicable 
echnical characteristics 
:stablished by Verizon for 
:ompatibiliry with ADSL, HDSL, 
SDSL, IDSL and ISDN signals 
rhe results of this mechanized 
urvey will be stored in a 
nechanized database that is made 
ivailable to Cavalier on a non- 
Iiscriminatory basis Cavalier 
n a y  utilize this mechanized loop 
qualification database, &here 
available, in advance of 
jubnutting a valid electronic 
transmmal senice order for an  
ADSL, HDSL, SDSL, IDSL or 
[SDN Loop provided. however. 
Cabalier shall request manual 
loop qualification or an  
Engineering Query it thc 
mechani7ed loop qualification 
database is not available or if 
Cavalier chooses not to utilize 
such database Charges for 
mechanized loop qualification 
information, Engineering Query. 
and manual loop qualification are 
set forth in Exhibit A 

Ifthe Loop is nor listed 
I in the mechanized database 
’ describcd in section (B) abohe, 

Cavalier m a t  iequesi either a 

13 



JOINT DECISION POINT LIST 
CAVALIER v. VERLZON 
CC DOCKET NO. 02-359 

DISPUTED ISSUES 

~ 

CAVALIER PROPOSED 
CONTRACTLANGUAGE 

2-wire non-loaded, twisted copper 
pair This UNE loop, is intended to 
be used with very-low band 
symmetric DSL systems that meet 
the Class 1 signal power lirmts and 
other criteria in the draft TIE1 4 
loop spectrum management 
standard (TIEI 412000-002R3) and 
are not compatible w i t h 2 8 1 4  160 
kbps ISDN transport systems The 
actual data rate achieved depends 
upon the performance of Cavalier- 
provided modems with the electrical 
characteristics associated with the 
loop This loop cannot be provided 
via  UDLC IDSL-compatible local 
loops w l l  be provided only where 
facilities are available and can meet 
applicable specifications 

11.2.8 - "2-Wire SDSL-Compatible 
Loop", is intended IO be used wirh 
low band symmetric DSL systems 
that meet the Class 2 sigiial pouer 
Iinuts and other criteria in the 
TIE1 4 loop specrmm management 
standard (TIEI 4/2000-002R3) 
This UNE loop consists of a single 
2-wire non-loaded, twisted copper 
pair intended to meet Class 2 lengrh 
limit in TIE1 4i2000-002R3 The 
data rate achiebed depends on the 
performance of the Cavaliei- 
provided m o d e m  wi th  the electrical 
characteristics associated \kith thc 
loop 

CAVALIER RATIONALE VERlZON PROPOSED 
CONTRACT LANGUAGE 

manual loop qualification or 
Engineering Query prior to or in 
conjunction with submitting a 
valid electronic service order for 
an  ADSL, HDSL, SDSL, IDSL or 
BRI ISDN Loop The rates for 
manual loop qualification and 
Engineering Query are set fonh in 
Exhibit A If the Loop requires 
qualification manually or through 
an Engineering Query, three (3) 
business days (or a shorter penod 
if required under Applicable La%) 
following receipt of Cavalier's 
balid and accurate request w i l l  bc 
generally required before a FOC 
or a query can be issued IO 

Cavalier with the Loop 
qualification results Verizon 
may require additional time to 
complete the Engineering Query 
where there are poor record 
conditions, spikes in demand or 
other unforeseen e\  ents. unless 
such additional time is not 
p e m t t e d  pursuant to an effectibe 
Commission order 

D 
mechanized loop qualification 
database or if the manual loop 
qualification indicates that a Loop 
does not qiialify (a, because i t  

does not meet the applicable 
technical parameters set forth i i i  

the Loop descriptions dbove), 

If the query to the 

VERLZON RATIONALE 
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11.2.8(a) - “2-Wire MVL- 
Compatible Loop” is intended to be 
used with a low-frequency form of 
digital subscriber line services (in 
the 25-80 KHz or a reasonably 
equivalent frequency range) that 
does not interfere with the 
transnussion of voice traffic 
Verizon will provision 2-Wire 
MVL-Compatible Loops up to thirty 
thousand feet (30,000 feet) in length 
without restricting the fill rate of 
such loops and without otherwise 
lirmring the number ofsuch loops 
within a particular binder group in 
any cables 

11.2.9 - “?-Wire DSI-compatible 
Loop’’ provides a channel with 4- 
mire interfaces at each end Each 4- 
wire channel is suitable for the 
transport of 1 544 Mbps digltal 
signals simultaneously i n  both 
direcrions using PCM line code 
Verizon will procision 4-Wire DS I - 
compatible loops in the same 
manner that i t  proLisions such 
Loops to its remil customers 

11.2.10- “ 4 ~ W i r e j 6 k b p s L o o p ” i s  
a 4-wire Loop that provides a 
transinision path that is suiiable for 
rhe transport of digital data at a 
svnchruiious rate of 56 kbps i n  I opposite direction, on huch Loop 

L 

15 

Ca~al ie r  may request an 
Engineering Query to obtain more 
information regarding the 
characteristics of the loop itself 
Subject to the t e r m  herein, 
including but nor linuted to 
Section 1 1  2 12 2(C) above, 
Verizon will respond to an 
Engineering Query with 
information from Verizon cable 
records such as amount and 
location of bridged taps, number 
and location of load coils, 
location ofdigital loop carrier, or 
cable gauge a t  specific locations 
or any other reason that may he 
revealed through loop 
qualification 

E If Cabalier subrmts a 
senice order for an .4DSL, 
HDSL, SDSL, IDS1 or BRI 
ISDN Loop that has not been 
prequalified as required in 
accordance with subsection 
1 2 12 2(B) above, Verizon will 
query the sen’ice order hack to 
Cavalier for qualification and w i l l  
not accept such senice order until 
rhe Loop has been so prequalitied 
(I e manual, mechanized. or 
engineering query) If Cavalier 
subnut3 a service ordei for a n  
ADSL, HDSI , SDSL, IDSL or 
BRI ISDN Loop that 15, in fact, 

~~ . ~ 
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CAVALIER PROPOSED 
CONTRACT LANGUAGE 

simultaneously A 4-Wire 56 kbps 
Loop consists of two pairs of non- 
loaded copper wires with no 
intermediate electronics or i t  

consists of universal digital loop 
carrier with 56 kbps DDS dataport 
transport capability Verizon shall 
provide 4-Wire 56 kbps Loops to 
Cavalier in accordance with, and 
subject to, the technical 
specifications set forth in Verizon 
Technical Reference TR72575. 
Issue 3, as  such issue may he 
rebised from time to time after the 
Effectiue Date 

11.2.1 I -“DS-3 Loop” wil l  support 
the transmission of isochronous 
serial bipolar data at a transmission 
rate of 44 736 megabits per second 
(MBPS) or the equiialenr of 28 DS- 
I channels A DS-3 Loop imy use 
a Lariety ot transport system 
technologies, including, hut not 
l i m e d  to, asynchronous fiber optic 
transport systems and Synchronous 
Optical Netnork transpoit systems 
DS-3 specifications aie referenced 
in Verizon’s TR 72575, as rebised 
from time to time Verizon shall 
probide Cavalier \\ithacces? to a 
DS-I Loop only from a Senlog  
Wire Center rhat is cquipped to 
pro\ ide such loop and only where 
iiccessary facilities are aiailable 

CAVALIER RATIONALE VERlZON PROPOSED 
CONTRACT LANGUAGE 

such services in its existing 
:ondition, Verizon will respond 
Jack to Cavalier with a 
‘Nonquahfied” indicator and with 
information showing whether the 
non-qualified result is due to the 
presence of load coils, presence 
Jf digital loop carrier, or loop 
length (including bridged tap) 

F Where Cavalier has 
followed the manual or 
mechanized prequalification 
procedure described above 
resulting in the determination that 
a Loop is not compatible with 
ADSL, HDSL, SDSL, IDSL or 
BRI ISDN service in its existing 
condition (e g , the results of the 
manual or mechanized 
prequalification query indicate 
that a Loop does not qualify due 
to factors such as the presence of 
load coils, presence of digital 
loop carrier, loop length 
(including bridged tap) or for any 
orher reason that may br rrvealed 
through loop qualification), 
Cavalier, together with its order 
or prior to submitting a n  order foi 
service, may requeyt an 
Engineering Query to deternune 
whether conditioiiing may make 
the Loop compatible with the 
dppllcabk scrvice or i f ~ a ~ a l i e i  
15 already aware of the 

V E R l Z O N  RATIONALE 
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11.2.12 - For all DSL-compatible 
loops provided by Veriron to 
Cavalier, whether in a form 
described in section 1 I 2 of this 
Agreement or in the DSL, ADSL, or 
RADSL forms available through 
ordering f o m  on Verizon’s 
graphical user interface (GUI) or 
otherwise, Verizon shall respond to 
trouble tickets or trouble reports, 
and to Cavalier’s requests for 
dispatch or repair services, within 
the same time intervals that Verizon 
responds to trouble tickets or 
trouble reports, or requests tor 
dispatch or repair services, foi DS-I 
circuits 

CAVALIER RATIONALE 

~ 

VERIZON PROPOSED 
CONTRACT LANGUAGE 

conditioning required (x, where 
Cavalier has previously requested 
a manual loop qualification or an 
Engineering Query), Cavalier 
may submit a service order for a 
Digital Designed Loop Veriron 
will undertake to condition or 
extend the Loop in accordance 
with this Section 1 1  2 12 upon 
receipt o f  Cavalier’s valid, 
accurate and pre-qualified service 
order for a Digital Designed 
Loop 

c 
pre-qualified, Cavalier uill 
submit a Senice Order pursuant 
to Section 11 2 12 2(A) abo\e if 11 
wishes to obtain the Loop Tf the 
Loop is deternuned to be 
compatible with ADSL, IIDSL, 
SDSL, IDS1 or BRT ISDY 
sewice iii its existing condition 
and if  the Loop sening the 
senins address is usable and 
available to he assigned as a 
ADSL, HDSL, SDSL, IDSL oi 
BRI ISDN Loop, Vrrizon \+ i l l  

initiate standard Loop 
proviiioning and inhtallatioti 
proceises, and standard Loop 
provisioning inter\als will apply 
Tf the Loop is determined to be 
compatible with ADSL. HDSI . 
SDSL, IDSL or BRl ISDlZ 
w v i c e  in i t s  existing condition. 

Once a Loop has been 

VERTZON RATIONALE 

- 

1 7  
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CAVALIER RATIONALE 
~~ 

VERIZON PROPOSED 
CONTRACT LANGUAGE 

but the Loop serving the sewice 
address is unusable or unavailable 
to be assigned for such purpose, 
Verizon will search the 
Customer’s serving r e m n a l  for a 
suitable spare facility If a Loop 
compatible with ADSL, HDSL, 
SDSL, IDSL or B N  ISDN 
service is found within the 
serving t e m n a l ,  Verizon * i l l  

perfotma Line and Station 
Transfer (or “pair swap”) 
whereby the Verizon technician 
w i l l  transfer the Customer’s 
existing service from one existing 
Loop facility onto an  altertiate 
existing xDSL compatible Loop 
facility serving the same location 
Verizon performs Line and 
Station Transfers in accordance 
with the procedure5 developed in 
the DSL Collaborative in the 
State o fNew York, KY PSC Casc 
00-C-0127 Standard intefials do 
not apply when V m r u n  performs 
a Line and Station Transfer, and 
additional charges shall apply as  
5et forth i n  Exhibit A Upon 
Cavalier’s w’iitten request. 
Verizon shall negotiare in sood 
faith wirh Cavalier IO amend thi5 
Agreement to provide murually 
agreed upon ratcs, terms aiid 
condirions gox’erning Cavalier’s 
dcce% io unbundled Loops that 
Verimn is required. piirsuaiir to 

VERIZON RATIONALE 
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CAVALIER RATIONALE VERIZON PROPOSED 
CONTRACT LANGUAGE 

4.pplicable Law, to provide and 
hat may serve as alternatives to 
iDSL conipatible Loops 

iI Notwithstanding the 
Foregoing, if and, to the extent 
hat, Verizon is prohibited by 
4pphcable Law from requuing 
Zavalier to utilize Verizon's Loop 
>re-qualification system, Verizon 
shall not reject Cavalier's order 
because Verizon's Loop pre- 
qualification procedure war not 
performed In such case, when 
Cavalier opts not to use Verizon's 
tools to perform Loop pre- 
qualification, Verizon shall not he 
responsible for service 
performance o f  the Loop unt i l  
such Loop is qualified according 
to then-current Verizon Loop 
qualification procedures In such 
case, when Cavalier elect5 not to 
use Vcriron's loop pre- 
qualificarion procedure, it shall 
not he assessed any charge for 
such procedures pro\ ided, 
however, Verizon shall not be 
required to process Cabalier's 
order if Cavalier elects not to usc 
Verizoii loop pre-qualification 
rook unless and until Ca~al ie r  ha' 
agreed in w~i t in s  TO pay VeriLoiYL 
charges or costs incuned as  a I 
result o f  Cavalier's decision not to i 
use Veri7on loop pre-qualification 1 

VERIZON RATIONALE 

19 



JOINT DECISION POINT LIST 
CAVALIER v. VERIZON 
CC DOCKET NO. 02-359 

DISPCJTED ISSUES CAVALIER PROPOSED 
CONTRACT LANGUAGE 

CAVALIER RATIONALE 

~ 

VEFUZON PROPOSED 
CONTRACT LANGUAGE 

!ools or the C o m s s i o n  has 
issued an order identifying (and 
whorlzing) the specific charge(s) 
:hat Cavalier must pay Verizon 

11.2.12.3 -The Parties will  make 
reasonable efforts to coordinate 
their respecrive roles in order to 
m n i m z e  Digital Design Loop 
provisioning problems In 
general, unless and until a shorter 
period is required under 
Applicable Law, where 
conditioning or loop extensions 
are requested by Cavalier, an 
interval of eighreen (18) business 
days wil l  be required by Veriron 
IO complete the loop analysis and 
the necessary construction work 
involwd in conditioning and'or 
extending the loop as follows 

A Three (3) business days 
\ b i l l  he required following receipt 
of Cavalier's valid, accurate and 
pre-qualified senice order for a 
Digital Designed Loop to analy7e 
rhe loop and related plant records 
and to create an Engineering 
Work Order 

B Upon complerion of a n  
Engineering Query. Verlron \\ill 
initiate the conshuction ordcr io 
perform the 
changeslmodifications io  the 

VEFUZON RATIONALE 
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contact Verizon to issue a 
supplemenr to the original x i \  ice 
order If Cavalier cancels the 
request for conditioning after a 
loop analysis has been completed 
but prior to the commencement of 
construction hork, CaLalicr shall 
compensate Verizon for ail 

Engneering Work Order charge 
as set forth in Exhibit A I f  

DISPCJTED ISSUES CAVALIER PROPOSED CAVALIER RATIONALE VERIZON PROPOSED VERlZON 
CONTRACT LANGUAGE CONTRACT LANGUAGE 
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DISPUTED ISSUES 

Issue C10: Should the 
agreement be amended to 
modify use of the te rm 
"accessible terminal" (9 
11.2.15.1), restore a 
provisioning interval (§ 
11 2 . 1  5.Q modi t j  a use 
restriction (5  11.2.15.15). 
and add queue, CO- 
connectivity-maps, and 
improved-field-survey 
terms from Cavalier's 
Virginia arbitration 
petition? ( 5  11.2.15) 

CAVALIER PROPOSED 
CONTRACTLANGUAGE 

11.2.15.1 - Subject to the conditions 
set forth in Section I1 7 and upon 
request, Verizon shall provide to 
Cavalier access to unbundled Dark 
Fiber Loops (as such term is 
hereinafter defined) and to 
unbundled Dark Fiber IOF (as such 
term ts hereinafter defined) in 
accordance uith, and subject to, the 
t e r m  and provisions of this Section 
I I 2 I 5  and the rates set forth in 

Exhibit A A "Dark Fiber Loop" 
means tuo fiber optic strands (a 
pair) located within a Verizon fiber 
optic cable sheath betueen a n  
dcccssible temunal (such as the 
fiber distribution frame, OJ its 
functional equibalent) located in a 
Verizon Wire Center and Veriron's 
accessible ternunal located in 
Verizon's main termination point at 
thc prenuses of a Customer (such as  
a fiber patch panel), or between any 
other 1v.o points &here a feeder and 
distribution planr meet. but that are 
iiot coiuircted to any equipment 
used or thdt can he used to transniil 
and ieceibr tclccomniunications 
traffic .4 "Dark rtber IOF" means 
t\\o fibcr optic strand5 (a pair)  tha[ 

CAVALIER RATIONALE 

hvalier believes that some 
nodifications to the 
'ommission-approved dark fiber 
anguage need to be further 
nodified 01 elinunated, and that 
everal points of Veriron's dark 
iber provisioning should be 
mproved For impro\ements, 
Ierizon should habe an  ordering 
peue similar to that used for 
ihysical collocation space, 
irobide industry-standard map5 
hoking central officc 
onnectibity, and impro\e field 
,ur\eys 

VERIZON PROPOSED 
CONTRACT LANGUAGE 

Engineering Work Order charge 
is well as the charges associated 
vith the conditioning tasks 
Jerformed as set forth in Exhibit 
4 

11.2.15.1 - Subject to the 
:onditions set forth i n  Section 
I 1  7 and upon request, Veriron 
shall provide to Cavalier access to 
unbundled Dark Fiber Loops (as 
such term is hereinafter defined) 
and to unbundled Dark Fiber IOF 
(as such term is hereinafter 
defined) in accordance with, and 
subject to, the t e r m  and 
provisions of this Section 11 2 15 
and the rates set forth in Exhibit 
A A "Dark Fiber Loop" means 
two fiber optic srrands (a pair) 
located ui thin a Veriron tibei 
opric cable sheath betmeen a n  
accessible terminal (such as  the 
fiber distribution frame, or its 
functional equivalent) located in a 
Verizon Wire Center and 
Verizon's accessible terminal 
located in Veriron's main 
termination point ar the prermses 
of a Customer (such as a fiber 
patch panel), but that are not 
connected to a n y  equipment used 
or that can be used to transmit a n d  
receive telecommunications 
traffic A "Daik Fiber IOF" 
niednb Im'o f i b u  optii h n d n d \  ( a  

V E R I Z O N  RATIONALE 

Zavalier's proposed dark fiber 
letinitions are irnperrmssible under 
he Triennlul Review Order 
dertzon is not required to provide 
OF between its central oftices and 
Iavalier's central offices. let alone 
o a third par ty  CLEC'r central 
i f f ice  

The "dark fiber queue" that 
Cavalier proposes is nothing like 
Verizon's queue for physical 
d o c a t i o n  space, and it IS not 
rcquired by the Act 

The maps that Veriron cuirently 
prowdes Cavalier upon Cavalier's 
\\ritten request meet Ca\alier'5 
need for information about the 
amlabili ty of dark fibei 

CaLalier has not justified the added 
complexity and bureaucracy o f  
cither ajoint field survey or a 
separate dark fiber Alternative 
Dihpute Resolution process 

2 2  



JOINT DECISION POINT LIST 
CAVALIER v. VERIZON 
CC DOCKET NO. 02-359 

DISPUTED ISSUES CAVALIER PROPOSED 
CONTRACT LANGUAGE 

are located within a fiber optic cable 
sheath between either (a) accessible 
temunals i n  two or more Verizon 
central offices or (b) an accessible 
temunal in a Venzon central office 
and an accessible terminal in a 
Cavalier central office or the central 
office of a third patty with whom 
Cavalier is interconnected, but, in 
either case, that are not connected to 
any equipment used or that can be 
used to transmit and receive 
telecommunications traffic 
Verizon shall not he required to 
perform splicing to provide fiber 
continuity between two locations 
When Cavalier submits an order for 
a Dark Fiber Loop or a Dark Fiber 
IOF, such fiber may not conform to 
industry transmrsion standards, 
either the ones in  effect when 
Verizon installed such fiber or the 
ones in effect at the time ofsuch 
order hotwithstanding anything 
elsc set forth in this Agreement, 
Veriron shall provide Cavalier w t h  
access to Dark Fiber Loops and 
Dark Fiber IOF in accordance \+irh, 
hut  only to rhe extent required by, 
Applicable Law 

11.2.1 5.2 - Cavalier may access a 
Dark Fiber Loop or a Dark Fiber 
IOF only at a pre-existing hard 

, termination point. 1 e an cxisriiig 
, \'ciizon accessible terminal, of such 

CAVALIER RATIONALE VERIZON PROPOSED 
CONTRACTLANGUAGE 

lair) that are located within a 
iber ophc cable sheath between 
:ither accessible temunals in  two 
i r  more Verizon central offices, 
)ut that are not Connected to any 
:quipment used or that cbn he 
ised lo transmit and recetve 
telecommunications traffic 
Verizon shall not be required to 
perform splicing to provide fiber 
:ontinuity between two locations 
When Cavalier submts an order 
for a Dark Fiber Loop or a Dark 
Fiber lOF, such fiber may not 
conform lo industry nan$rmssion 
standards, either the one4 in effect 
when Verzon installed such fiber 
or the ones in effect at the time of  
such order Notwithstanding 
anything else set forth in this 
Agreement, Verizon shall piwide 
Cavalier m i t h  access to Dark 
Fiber Loops and Dark Fiber 10F 
in  accordance w t h ,  hut only to 
thc cxtent required by, Applicable 
Law 

11.2.15.4 - A Dark Fiber Inquiry 
Form must be submtted prior to 
suhmining a n  ASR Upon receipt 
o f  Cavalier's conipleted Dark 
Fiber Inquiry Form, Verizon will 
initiate a review of its cahle 
records lo determine whether 
Dark Fibei Loop(s) or Dark F iba  
IOF may be available between rhe 

VERIZON RATIONALE 
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